EsT. 1823

FAYETTEVILLE

GEORGIA

Master Path Plan

Assessment Summary
&
Project Recommendations



EsT.1823

FAYETTEVILLE

GEORGIA

Community Facilities (Origins & Destinations)

G\

Community facilities were assessed to
determine potential areas of origin
and destination for walkers, bikers,
and golf cart users.

= Areas highlighted in[[BBlsignify

’ commercial land uses. Areas

4 highlighted in yellow signify higher
— A N density residential land uses. Both of
) these types of land use are expected
to generate higher levels of
pedestrian, biking, and golf cart
activity.

Important community facilities such
as schools, libraries, hospitals, and
government buildings also generate
demand. It will be important to
connect the community to these
facilities.

Potential origins and destinations are
generally oriented along SR 85 and SR
54. The heaviest concentration of
origins and destinations is centered
on the Courthouse Square in

®  Schools ~‘ downtown.
@ Libraries L. .
| Connectivity from the neighborhoods
®  Hospitals A to downtown is important.
®  Fire Stations o e AN N
® Courts | -

©  Correctional Facilities

City Halls

@®  Senior Centers { i




EsT.1823

FAYETTEVILLE

GEORGIA

Category
Bicycle
Other
® Safety

® Sidewalk

Feedback from the community was
solicited both online and in person.
This map illustrates the feedback that
has been received to date.

Downtown Fayetteville around the
courthouse square received the most
attention. Respondents noted a
desire for better crosswalks, more
sidewalks, and bicycle facilities in and
around downtown. This need will
grow as the downtown
redevelopment plan continues.

The Hood Road bridge over
Whitewater Creek was identified as
an opportunity. Rebuilding this bridge
for pedestrian, bike, and golf cart use
would provide excellent east-west
connectivity for Fayetteville.

Other routes that received significant
attention include:

¢ SR 85 south

« SR314

* Redwine Rd

¢ SR92 near Helen Sams

The Ridge Nature Preserve and
Pavilion shopping center were both
identified as important origins and
destinations.
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A walking propensity analysis was
completed for the City of
Fayetteville. This quantitative analysis
looks at four factors to predict the
most likely locations where people
would walk if there were sidewalks.
The four factors are:

¢ Existing Land Use

¢ School and Park Zones
¢ Intersection Density

e Pedestrian Crashes

The analysis shows a strong walking
demand in downtown Fayetteville.
Demand here is due to commercial
land uses, a grid street network with
small blocks, and proximity to
schools.

Other high demand nodes include the
intersection of SR 54 and Grandy Ave.
due to commercial and office land
uses, proximity to Fayette County
Alternative School and Spring Hill
Elementary School, and the Meridian
luxury apartment development.

Notable in its absence in the analysis
is the Pinewood development in
western Fayetteville. At the time of
this analysis the land use and street
network were not available as inputs.
However, this development will drive
higher walking demand than is shown
in this analysis.
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Sidepaths/Sidewalks
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Fayette County is in the process of
finalizing a planning process for its
Transportation Plan. The Fayette
Transportation Plan includes
recommendations for a countywide
Master Path Plan.

This map illustrates the path
recommendations in the vicinity of
the City of Fayetteville.
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Recommendations
Project Type

p Sidepath

g Greenway

e Sidewalk

Safety

Master Path Plan

\

This map illustrates the project
recommendations for the Fayetteville
Master Path Plan.

Recommendations include sidewalks,
sidepaths, safety improvements, and
greenway trails.

_Greenway Trails: Independent ROW

Sidepaths: Trails along roadways
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Recommendations

This map includes the project
recommendations for the City of
Fayetteville with the current county
recommendations in the background.

There are a number of projects that
overlap between the two plans. This
presents opportunities for joint
funding for project implementation. It
also shows the need for the city and
county to coordinate.
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The universe of project
recommendations for the Master
Path Plan were prioritized and divided
into three implementation tires.

Tier 1 projects were the highest
scoring projects and will have the
most benefit for the city.

Projects in Tiers 2 and 3 are still
important projects but will
implemented after Tier 1.

Recommendations
Implementation Tiers
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This map illustrates a subset of the
Tier 1 project recommendation that
have been determined to the highest
priority projects for the City to
implement.

A @ Master Path Plan (Sl

Highest Priority Projects
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